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fBell Laboratories, Luent Tehnologies, 700 Mountain Avenue, Murray Hill, New Jersey 07974, USAFebruary 1, 2008AbstratQuasi-low-dimensional (quasi-low-D) inorgani materials are not only ideally suited for angleresolved photoemission spetrosopy (ARPES) but also they o�er a rih ground for studyingkey onepts for the emerging paradigm of non-Fermi liquid (non-FL) physis. In this artile,we disuss the ARPES tehnique applied to three quasi-low-D inorgani metals: a paradigmFermi liquid (FL) material TiTe2, a well-known quasi-1D harge density wave (CDW) materialK0.3MoO3 and a quasi-1D non-CDW material Li0.9Mo6O17. With TiTe2, we establish that amany body theoretial interpretation of the ARPES line shape is possible. We also address thefundamental question of how to aurately determine the kF value from ARPES. Both K0.3MoO3and Li0.9Mo6O17 show quasi-1D eletroni strutures with non-FL line shapes. A CDW gapopening is observed for K0.3MoO3, whereas no gap is observed for Li0.9Mo6O17. We show, however,that the standard CDW theory, even with strong �utuations, is not su�ient to desribe thenon-FL line shapes of K0.3MoO3. We argue that a Luttinger liquid (LL) model is relevant for bothbronzes, but also point out di�ulties enountered in omparing data with theory. We interpretthis situation to mean that a more omplete and realisti theory is neessary to understand thesedata.Keywords: Angle resolved photoemission line shape; Fermi liquid; Luttinger liquid; Charge density wave1 IntrodutionAngle resolved photoemission spetrosopy (ARPES)is one of the most diret probes of the eletroni stru-ture of solids. By diretly measuring single-partileexitation spetra as a funtion of momentum andenergy, it an determine the most basi quantities ofondensed matter physis, e.g. the band struture,Fermi surfae (FS) and eletroni gap opening. Fur-thermore, the (AR)PES line shape an give ruial
information about important ground state propertiesas disussed in other artiles in this volume. Fortehnial reasons, ARPES is espeially well suited toquasi-2-dimensional (quasi-2D) and quasi-1D layeredmaterials in whih the eletron dispersion perpendi-ular to the leavage surfae is small. In this ase,it beomes simpler to interpret ARPES beause oneis primarily onerned with momenta parallel to thesurfae whih are onserved quantities in the photoe-mission proess and beause the photohole line shape1
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is free from the �nite photoeletron lifetime induedmomentum averaging e�et [1, 2℄, whih an severelylimit the momentum resolution along the surfae nor-mal diretion and give an added broadening of theline shape.Quasi-low-D materials are interesting beause in-terating 1D systems are fundamentally di�erentfrom interating 3D systems. In 3D, the LandauFermi liquid (FL) theory [3, 4℄ is a well-aeptedparadigm. In this theory, a system of strongly in-terating eletrons (and holes) is viewed as thatof weakly interating quasi-partiles with enhanedmasses. In 1D, a FL is ompletely unstable. First,forward satterings between eletrons give rise to aLuttinger liquid (LL) [5℄, in whih a quasi-partileno longer exists and spin and harge olletive exi-tations ompletely desribe the low energy physis.We will disuss the LL further in Setion 5. Seond,bakward sattering of an eletron from one FS tothe other leads to spontaneous harge density wave(CDW) formation [6℄, whih opens up a gap at EF ,making the material beome an insulator [7℄. Thestandard CDW model is the Frölih model [8℄. Themean �eld solution of this model is formally equiva-lent to the BCS solution for superondutivity. How-ever, in a quasi-1D system, �utuation e�ets areexpeted to be very important and, e.g. lead to apseudo-gap in the normal state. We will disuss theCDW theory further in Setion 6.Lately, interest in low-D physis seems to be ex-panding rapidly, partly due to high interest in low-Darti�ial strutures and nano-sale materials. How-ever, at this stage, it may be said that a proper un-derstanding of real low-D materials is laking. Forexample, high temperature superondutors show be-haviors in photoemission, e.g. pseudo-gaps [9, 10℄,signs of ritial �utuations [11℄ and strange normalstate line shapes [12℄, whih are learly not under-stood within the standard BCS theory and whih stillawait a oherent explanation. Similarly, CDW mate-rials, suh as the blue bronze [13℄ and TTF-TCNQ[14℄ show anomalies that are not reonilable withinthe standard mean-�eld Frölih model. In studyingquasi-1D materials, it seems a neessity to learn theimportane of the two phenomena inherent to 1D �the CDW and the LL. Note also that a real systemis never stritly 1D but always has residual 3D ou-plings between hains. Therefore, a proper under-

standing of 3D ouplings is also important. In fat,one may say that 3D ouplings are essential to un-derstand quasi-1D materials, beause (1) a �nite TCDW transition is possible only beause of them, and(2) interating eletrons stritly in 1D form a Wignerlattie [15℄ instead of the LL, due to unsreened longrange Coulomb interation.In this artile, we show how ARPES data let usonfront these di�ult but fasinating issues. Espe-ially using a state of the art high resolution spe-trometer suh onfrontations beome more revealingthan previously. We disuss three systems, a FLreferene TiTe2, a quasi-1D non-CDW, the "Li pur-ple bronze" Li0.9Mo6O17, and a quasi-1D CDW, the"blue bronze" K0.3MoO3. These three materials rep-resent three quite di�erent ategories but, like thehigh temperature superondutor (HTSC) Bi2212, allare inorgani layered 3D rystals for whih large sam-ples are available. Suh materials are high on thepriority list for ARPES studies. Cleaving yields highquality surfaes of large area whih are more sta-ble for ARPES than those of many organi low-Dondutors. Thus it is easier to obtain reproduiblebulk-representative ARPES data. Also onventionalthermal and transport data are readily available to beorrelated with the ARPES data. Meeting all theseprerequisites simultaneously is often di�ult for otherkinds of low-D materials.This paper is organized as follows. Setion 2 de-sribes the theoretial bakground for ARPES andSetion 3 summarizes experimental onditions. Se-tion 4 desribes the FL interpretation of ARPES datafor the Ti 3d band of TiTe2. The speial propertyof the Ti 3d band that its Fermi veloity (vF ) issmall leads to a quite unusual situation in whih theARPES dispersion moves aross the hemial poten-tial, µ. We report suh data and ompare the kFvalue determined from it with values estimated byother methods used by ARPES pratitioners. Setion5 desribes the photoemission data of Li0.9MoO17and Setion 6 desribes the photoemission data ofK0.3MoO3. We report the absene in Li0.9MoO17 andthe presene in K0.3MoO3 of a gap opening assoiatedwith their phase transitions. We disuss non-FL lineshapes found for these materials in view of urrentlyavailable LL and CDW theories.2



2 Theoretial FrameworkWithin the sudden approximation [16℄, the ARPESline shape is desribed, up to a matrix element fator,as
I(k, ω, T ) =

∑

ω′

f(ω′, T )
∑

k′

A(k′, ω′, T ) (1)where f is the Fermi-Dira distribution funtion, Ais the single partile spetral funtion and T is tem-perature. Sums over k′ and ω′ aount for the mo-mentum and energy resolutions of the instrument, re-spetively, with resolution funtions implied in thesummation notation for simpliity. The energy reso-lution funtion an be obtained from the Fermi edgeof a referene sample (polyrystalline Ag, Au or Pt)and, in our ase, is found to be a gaussian funtionto a good approximation. The momentum resolutionfuntion an be modeled based on geometrial on-siderations. For our ases, where the band dispersionis dominant along one diretion, it an be modeled asa gaussian sum over momentum along that diretion.In order to understand the ARPES line shape, itis quite useful to mentally proess Eq. (1) from rightto left. The �nal step � onvolution in ω′ � is notimportant for a qualitative understanding, beauseits e�et is �just� energy broadening. The most im-portant part in Eq. (1) is the spetral funtion A,whih is by de�nition ImG/π, where G is the sin-gle partile Green's funtion. Often, G is written as
1/(ω− ǫ(k)−Σ(k, ω)) where ǫ(k) is the one-eletronband energy for momentum k and Σ(k, ω) is the so-alled self energy, whih ontains all the informationabout the single-partile interation physis of thesystem.There are other general e�ets that we do not on-sider in this artile. First, an additional sum over mo-mentum along the surfae normal diretion, k⊥, mustbe inluded to aount for the �nite photo-eletronlifetime [1℄. This e�et is minimized for quasi-low-Dmaterials, as already noted in the previous setion,beause then A is not dependent on k⊥ to a �rst ap-proximation. An estimate of an upper-bound for theline broadening due to this e�et an be made for eahof our materials, as is done for TiTe2 [17℄, and on-�rms that this e�et an be safely negleted. Anothere�et is the inelasti bakground [18℄. In general, thisis quite di�ult to quantify for ARPES, and remainsan important issue espeially for the HTSC's [19℄. In

the next setion, we will see that the TiTe2 data showan extremely low bakground. We take this to implythe likelihood that the inelasti bakground is verysmall within ∼ 1 eV from the hemial potential µfor ARPES data taken with photon energy ∼ 20 eVon good leaved surfaes of other samples as well.3 Experimental SetupARPES data reported in this artile were obtained atthe Wisonsin Synhrotron Radiation Center (SRC).ARPES data were taken at the Ames/Montanabeamline with a 50 mm radius VSW analyzer hav-ing a ±1o angle aeptane one. ARPES data withangle resolution ±0.18o along the main band disper-sion axis were obtained at the 4m NIM line or thePGM line with a Sienta SES 200 analyzer. Angleintegrated PES data were obtained with a VG ES-CALAB Mk II spetrometer (±12o angle aeptaneone) in the home lab or with the Sienta SES 200analyzer in the angle integrated mode (angle resolu-tion ±6o along the main band dispersion axis). Theangle resolution of the Sienta analyzer perpendi-ular to the main band dispersion, ±0.1o to ±0.25o,is irrelevant for the disussion here. Hereafter, wewill impliitly use the relevant angle resolution as aunique identi�er for the spetrometer with whih thedata were taken. All samples were oriented with Lauephotographs and were leaved in situ with a top-postmethod.4 TiTe2 � FL Line ShapeTiTe2 is a layered ompound whih is a semi-metaldue to the small energeti overlap of a set of nomi-nally Te 5p bands and one orbitally non-degenerateTi 3d band [17℄. Its transport properties give no indi-ation of any behavior lying outside of the FL frame-work [20℄, and it is known to be metalli down to thelowest measured temperature 1.1 K [21℄. This physi-al property makes TiTe2 an attrative andidate forARPES study as a referene FL system, to whihARPES data for exoti materials an be ompared.TiTe2 is a gift of nature for an ARPES line shapestudy. The overall band struture of this material isnow well understood [17℄ both theoretially and ex-perimentally. There is good agreement between the3



-200 0

12.0
13.0
13.5
14.0
14.5
15.0
15.5
16.0
17.0
18.0
19.0
20.0
21.0
22.0
23.0
24.0
25.0

-200 0

12.0
13.0
13.5
14.0
14.5
15.0
16.0
17.0
18.0
19.0
20.0
21.0
22.0
23.0
24.0
25.0

E − µ (meV) E − µ (meV)

In
te

ns
ity

 (
ar

b.
 u

ni
ts

)

(a) (b)TiTe2
T=25 K

TiTe2
T=300 K

Angle (o)
Angle (o)

Figure 1: ARPES data of the Ti 3d band of TiTe2taken at hν = 21.2 eV. Energy and angle resolutionsare 35 meV and ±1o, respetively. Thik lines are for
k = kF .band alulation and experiment regarding the num-ber of bands and the harater and the shape of theFS piees, whih have also been measured by the in-tensity map method [22℄. What makes this materialso speial for ARPES is the fat that the Ti 3d bandis well isolated from other bands. In addition, thespetra are exeptionally lean, almost entirely freeof an inelasti bakground signal.Fig. 1 shows our ARPES data taken at 25K and300K. Previously, we have reported FL line shape�ts of a 25 K data set [23, 24℄. The new 25 K data inFig. 1 are pratially idential with our previously re-ported data [23, 24℄. Note that the onstant intensityat high binding energy, at least part of whih is dueto inelasti bakground, is negligibly low omparedto the peak height in the data.In previous reports [23, 24℄, we have shown that theline shapes at low T are desribed well by Eq. 1 with aFL theory. The FL theory that we used in Ref. [24℄ isa simple phenomenologial ausal theory that has theorret FL behavior at low energies and satis�es thespetral sum rule on the global sale. As explained inRef. [24℄ in detail, this theory involves two poles in theGreen's funtion, a quasi-partile pole and a �bak-ground� pole. The overall line shape evolution as afuntion of |ǫ(k)| shows rossover from a heavy quasi-partile band dispersion to an un-renormalized band

dispersion. In the rossover region, the two poles in-terfere to produe an interesting two peak line shape,whih we identi�ed with the exeptionally broad lineshape at large angles (e.g. 25o). This rossover be-havior is quite analogous to the similar behaviorsfound in the strong eletron-phonon oupling systems[25, 26, 27℄ or in the HTSC's [28℄. The main �ndingof the previous �t e�orts was that the quadratiallyfalling tail at the high binding energy side of the peakdistinguishes the FL model from other models. Here,we will fous on the temperature dependene of theline shape.Eq. 1 shows that T dependent line shape hangesan our due to both A and f . For TiTe2, whih un-dergoes no phase transition or rossover, the hangein A is expeted to be simply a gradual inrease inthe line width as T inreases. Without knowing theexat T dependene of A, we will �rst ignore it as anapproximation, and then investigate to what extentthis approximation departs from observation. The Tdependene of the Fermi-Dira funtion f is simple:the step at µ beomes wider and �atter. The T -linearinrease of the step width means that a larger portionof A above µ beomes visible in photoemission.Within this approximation, the most outstandingfeature of the ARPES data at 300 K, i.e. that thedispersing peak is observed aross µ, an be under-stood by simple onsiderations. Near µ, the intrin-si quasi-partile spetral funtion is approximately adelta funtion. However, the �nite angular resolutionrequires that the spetral funtion must be summedover a momentum window ∆k to give an e�etiveenergy width h̄v′F ∆k where h̄v′F is the peak veloitynear µ. Taking the FWHM of the ω-derivative of f ,the width of the step in f is approximately 4kBT .An interesting ase ours if this width is larger thanthe width of the peak, h̄v′F ∆k. In this ase, a peakslightly, say kBT , above µ, has most of its intensityabove µ, so that even after the multipliation by fin Eq. 1, the line shape shows a peak above µ. Forthe urrent ase, h̄v′F is ∼ 0.5 eVÅ and ∆k is 0.07Å−1, whih gives an estimate of h̄v′F ∆k = 35 meV.At 300 K, 4kBT = 100meV, signi�antly larger than35 meV, and indeed, we see the peak rossing µ.This argument is well supported by our line shapemodel alulation, shown in Fig. 2, using the Green'sfuntion used in Ref. [24℄. In this alulation, the kFangle is de�ned to be 16o. Other parameter values4



Figure 2: FL line shape simulations for the data ofFig. 1. The model parameters [24℄ are Z/Q = 0.4,
Qh̄vF = 0.6 eVÅ, and 1/β′ = 40 meV. Thik linesare for k = kF .are in the viinity of the values used in Ref. [24℄, andare hosen to desribe the line shape near the 16ospetrum shown in Fig. 1. For illustration purpose,the eletron band dispersion is taken to be linear. Thesalient experimental features are reprodued well, i.e.the peaks and their bak-bending below µ at 25Kand their appearane aross µ at 300K. Note thatat 25K, µ lies very lose to the top of the peak for
k ≈ kF . This happens beause the line shape nearthe FS rossing is a sharp peak very lose to µ, whihis then pushed slightly to the left side of µ by thefuntion f . This an our whether the line shapeis FL or non-FL, as long as there is a sharp peaknear µ. We note that ARPES peaks above µ havebeen previously demonstrated beautifully for Ni [29℄.However, the three dimensional nature of Ni makes aline shape analysis muh more di�ult.To be sure, there are di�erenes between the dataand the line shape alulations. First, the line shapealulated at 300K is too sharp � after rossing itshows a distint two-peak struture whih is not ob-served in the data. We attribute this to additionalbroadenings expeted at high temperature but notinluded in the modeling � i.e. failure of our approxi-mation of a T independent A. As the result, the theo-retial simulation shows peaks dispersing above µ far-ther up in energy, while in the experiment the peak
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Figure 3: Line shape attributes of experimental (Fig.1) and theoretial (Fig. 2) line shapes.reahes a maximum energy at 14o and then bendsbak. Seond, there are small di�erenes in variousestimates of kF that one an make based on the lineshapes. This is of great signi�ane beause kF isone of the most basi quantities in ondensed matterphysis. Therefore we disuss this matter in the restof this setion.We summarize in Fig. 3 the peak position, peakwidth, and area under the spetrum as a funtionof k. The various kF estimates are summarized inTable 1. In the theory, the various estimates are inquite good agreement with eah other, if we ignorethe 300 K peak width riterion whih is expeted tobe rather unreliable due to the neglet of the T de-pendent broadening in A, but in the data, they di�ersigni�antly. Notably, the minimum line width andthe minimum binding energy riteria applied to the25 K data give signi�antly lower values for kF .The results in Table 1 are rather alarming. Thetwo groups of riteria, one being the minimum bind-ing energy and minimum line width at 25 K and theother being the rest, are all good riteria in theory.However, applied to the data, the two groups of rite-ria give quite di�erent results. The question is thenwhih riterion is the most robust. We argue that5



Criterion theory experimentPeak position (300 K) 16o 16oPeak width (300 K) 14.5o 15.0�16.0oPeak position (25 K) 16.5o 14.5oPeak width (25 K) 16o 14.5oFixed point of n(k) 16o 15.5oTable 1: Various estimates of the kF angle for lineshapes of Fig. 1 and Fig. 2. The true kF angle in thetheory is 16o, by de�nition.this is the peak-rossing riterion at 300K, beauseit relies on the single fat that e�etively the totalspetral funtion A is observed in the k, ω region ofinterest, due to the slow variation of f in Eq. 1. Inontrast, the kF value extrated from data using the�rst group of riteria, 14.5o, is learly not good be-ause at this angle the ARPES peak exists above µat 300K, a fat very hard to understand if this wereindeed the rossing point.In the least squares �t proedure applied to the 25K data in Ref. [24℄, the kF value was determined,not surprisingly, to be 14.5o. Our onlusion is thenthat this is not a robust feature of the �t. We havedemonstrated [30℄ that the �t an give the orret kFvalue if other e�ets are inluded in the theory, suhas eletron hole asymmetry, k-mass, impurity sat-tering, and the unertainty in the hemial potential.Reently, Kipp et al. [31℄ presented a temperature dif-ferential method to determine the kF value for theirTiTe2 data, and determined the kF angle to be 16.6o.Their riterion is in priniple equivalent to our n(k)�xed point riterion, whih, as Table 1 shows, givesa result similar to that from our best riterion. How-ever, we note that the absolute value of their kF angledi�ers from ours by ∼ 1o, whih we interpret to meanthat the data are di�erent. In addition, we have someautionary remarks about the n(k) riterion. First,the argument of Ref. [31℄ depends ritially on the as-sumption of the eletron-hole symmetry (within theenergy range of µ ± 2kBT ). Suh symmetry may bemore the exeption than the rule. Seond, any Tdependene in A will move the �xed point of n(k)away from kF . In ontrast, the observation of thepeak rossing µ gives a more robust riterion for kF .First, eletron hole asymmetry gives an asymmetriline shape but no hange in peak position. Seond,
T dependene in A broadens the line shape and gives

a narrower range of momentum over whih the dis-persing peak aross µ is observed, as we infer fromthe omparison shown in Fig. 3. However, as long asthe dispersing peak is observed aross µ for a �niterange of k, the determination of kF is not a�eted.It is an interesting question how our results anbe generalized to other materials. The ondition
4kBT ≫ h̄v′F ∆k an be satis�ed for either large T ,small v′F or small ∆k. Note that the urrent state ofthe art Sienta analyzer provides a ∆k whih is abouta fator of 10 smaller than that used here, so thatthe ondition 4kBT ≫ h̄v′F ∆k an be easily satis�edfor most materials at moderately high temperatures.Therefore, it should be examined whether a behav-ior similar to that reported here an be observed inother materials. If it turns out that suh behavior isnot observed despite the ondition 4kBT ≫ h̄v′F ∆k,then that is a sign that the intrinsi line shape is toobroad or that the assumption of a dispersing peakrepresenting a metalli band is wrong.5 Li0.9Mo6O17 � non-CDW non-FL Line Shape5.1 BakgroundLi0.9Mo6O17 is a quasi-1D metal with two phase tran-sitions, at 24 K and 1.9 K. The transition at 24 K(Tx) is not understood well, and that at 1.9 K is asuperonduting transition. The lowest temperatureof our PES measurement is 12 K, so hereafter wewill onern ourselves with the phase transition at Txonly. This transition shows up as a hump in the spe-i� heat [32℄ and a resistivity uprise [33℄. However,no gap opening is observed in the magneti susep-tibility [34℄ and the optial re�etivity [35℄. Further-more, no strutural distortion is observed in X raydi�ration [36℄. Therefore, we onlude that the tran-sition is not a CDW transition, beause these mea-surements routinely detet CDW gaps and Peierls lat-tie distortions in other materials suh as the bluebronze. Nevertheless, one may be tempted to explainthe resistivity uprise below Tx as a gap opening. Thena gap (2∆) of 0.3 meV [33℄ would be estimated. Evenif this gap piture is valid [37℄, suh a gap is learlynot an ordinary CDW gap. Also, it should be notedthat there exists an explanation [34℄ based on loal-ization physis.6
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Figure 4: (a) Band dispersions and (b) FS ofLi0.9Mo6O17. These results are taken from the bandtheory of Ref. [38℄, exept for the bands along theXM diretion, whih are skethes of the extension ofthe theory, based on our ARPES data.The band struture of the Li purple bronze was al-ulated along the ΓX and ΓY diretions by Whangboet al. [38℄, and is reprodued in Fig. 4. For om-pleteness the �gure also shows dispersions along XMdedued from ARPES data presented further below.Aording to the alulation, there are four orbitallynon-degenerate Mo 4d bands near µ. The four bandsare labeled as A,B,C and D in the order of dereas-ing binding energy at the Γ point. Only C and Dross µ and they beome degenerate before the ross-ing. The alulated FS is perfetly 1D, and is givenby kΓY = 0.45ΓY . Note that eah of the A,C andD bands show large and similar dispersions along the
ΓY diretion and along the XM diretion, while show-ing only minor dispersions along the ΓX diretion.On the other hand, the band B shows similar dis-persions along the diretions ΓX and ΓY, and showsopposite dispersions along the diretions ΓX and XM,parallel to the 1D hain.So far, three groups have reported ARPES data onthe Li purple bronze. Initial data taken by Smith etal. [39℄ and our group [13℄ show almost dispersion-less peaks with µ rossings implied only by a spe-tral weight hange. Subsequent data taken by Grioniet al. [40℄ with improved energy resolution, 15 meV,showed a hint of states rossing µ, but these authorsould not identify any rossing beause their anglesampling was oarse and beause the dispersing peakintensity was very weak. Our reent study [41℄ madeuse of a geometry in whih the bands C and D arestrongest along a speial k path, P2 of Fig. 4, and

disussed the observed non-FL line shape. We willsummarize this result in the next setion. Shortly af-ter, Xue et al. [42℄ reported their new result obtainedwith a Sienta SES 200 analyzer, the observation ofa Fermi edge in k-summed ARPES spetra above Tx,implying FL line shapes, and also a gap opening be-low Tx. The gap below Tx was ited as being on-sistent with the resistivity measurement, disussedabove. Their �nding of a FL line shape, in on�itwith not only our data [41℄ but also all the preedingdata, was then attributed to the high angular resolu-tion of the new spetrometer. In our reent Comment[43℄ (also, see the Reply [44℄), we pointed out that (i)the basi band struture implied by their data is inon�it with the band struture that emerges oher-ently from band theory, our data and that of Grioniet al. [40℄, (ii) our newly aquired similarly high res-olution data show the band struture same as thelatter and ontinue to show non-FL line shapes, (iii)their di�ering onlusion of a Fermi edge does not�ow from higher angle resolution, but rather fromthe fundamental di�erene in the data, and (iv) theirreported gap (80 meV) immensely exeeds the value0.3 meV implied in a gap model of the resistivity. Inthis setion, we give a more omplete summary of ourdata than was possible in previous publiations, andalso reapitulate some essential �ndings of our pub-lished works. More details to support the points ofour Comment an be found in Setions 5.2, 5.4 and5.5, for points (iv), (i and ii) and (ii and iii) respe-tively.5.2 Absene of PES Gap OpeningPerhaps the single most important feature of the Lipurple bronze is that it is, up to now, unique as anon-CDW quasi-1D metal studied by ARPES. In thisregard T dependent PES is of great interest. Fig. 5shows our result, whih does not show any sign of agap opening, within the energy resolution. The onlyobservable hange in the line shape is the sharpen-ing of the leading edge saling with temperature [45℄.Our �nding here is onsistent with other measure-ments disussed above, and does not neessarily pre-lude the possibility that there is a small non-CDWgap. We expet that suh a gap, if it exists, wouldhave a value similar to or less than the value 0.3 meVimplied in a gap model of the resistivity.7
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Figure 5: T dependent angle integrated PES datafor Li0.9Mo6O17, measured at hν = 33 eV, ∆E = 30meV, ∆θ = ±6o.5.3 ARPES Line Shape � Comparisonwith LLThe Li purple bronze is a good andidate for beinga LL at T ≫ Tx, beause its eletroni struture ishighly 1D [41℄ and is free of CDW formation. Gap-ping assoiated with the phase transition at Tx, ifit ours at all, is on suh a low energy sale thata simple pseudo-gap e�et annot underlie the NFLproperties observed above Tx.LL TheoryA LL is de�ned as a system whose low energy �xedpoint is given by the Tomonaga-Luttinger (TL) model[46, 47℄. In this model, eletrons obey a linear banddispersion relation and the eletron-eletron intera-tion is trunated so that eletrons undergo only for-ward sattering. An amazing feature of this model isthat it is exatly solvable. The solution is harater-ized by two key features whih distinguish a LL froma 3D FL system: (1) an anomalous dimension α and(2) spin-harge separation. The �rst diretly impliesthe absene of Landau quasi-partiles and the seondmeans that the spin and harge quantum numbers ofan eletron are arried by distint elementary exi-tations, i.e. waves of the spin density and the hargedensity.PES line shapes for the TL model at T = 0 areknown in detail [48, 49℄. The angle integrated spe-trum vanishes as a power-law |ω|α at EF . ARPESspetra for k inside the FS have two peaks (or onepeak and an edge if α > 0.5) at positions orrespond-

ing to harge and spin wave energies at k, and anedge for k outside the FS. We use the TL model [48℄obtained by trunating the general eletron-eletroninteration of a ontinuum band to forward sat-tering only. In this TL model with repulsive spin-independent interations, the spin veloity vs is equalto vF , the harge veloity vc exeeds vF by a fator
β that is determined entirely by α, and the edge sin-gularity for k outside the FS disperses with veloity
vc. We note that vs = vF is a property of a spin-rotationally invariant interation in this TL model,but not in the most general form of the TL model [49℄.For example, in the 1D Hubbard model whih is spin-rotationally invariant and an be mapped onto theTL model in the low energy sale [50℄, vs is stronglyrenormalized. Similarly, the relation between α and βof Ref. [48℄ is partiular to the TL model used there.However, beause the eletroni states giving rise tothe quasi-1D properties of the Li purple bronze arebased on an extended Mo 4d wave-funtion, we be-lieve that the TL model of Ref. [48℄ is the most ap-propriate starting point.Solutions of the TL model an be extended to in-lude weak interhain ouplings [51℄ and �nite tem-perature [52, 53℄. These alulations show that thelow energy LL behavior is modi�ed within the en-ergy sales of the interhain hopping parameter t⊥and temperature T , but the theory remains essen-tially the same as that of the T = 0 purely 1D modelfor energies larger than these. Therefore, it is learthat in order to ompare theory with experiment, oneneeds to be aware of these energy sales and addition-ally a purely experimental energy sale � the energyresolution ∆E. With this in mind, we will use the
T = 0 solution of the TL model and inlude the Tdependene of the ARPES line shape only throughthe multipliation of the f funtion in Eq. 1. Notethat the band theory and our µ intensity map [41℄indiate t⊥ ≈ 0 for the Li purple bronze, i.e. the FSis nearly �at as predited by band theory (Fig. 4).ComparisonWe show our ARPES data [41℄ taken along the speialpath P2 in Fig. 6. So far, this data set remains as theone whih shows the dispersing line shapes of boththe µ-rossing C,D exitations most strongly. Thispath was hosen to interset a spot in our µ intensitymap [41℄ that is exeptionally bright for the photon8
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tally. Here we examine the data from our FL refer-ene TiTe2 and from the Li purple bronze to see ifthis theoretial senario omes true. Fig. 11 showsthe result. As more and more angles are summed,the TiTe2 line shape onverges to a Fermi edge shape.The steep derease on the high binding energy side ofthe spetrum is due to the narrow band width of theTi 3d band. In great ontrast, the line shape for theLi bronze loses the edge shape rapidly as more andmore angles are summed, onverging to the power lawbehavior we have observed using an angle integratingspetrometer in our home lab [30℄. Our observationhere diretly ontradits the laim of Xue et al. [42℄ ofa Fermi edge in a partially angle integrated spetrum.The Li purple bronze remains as a unique ase ofa CDW-free quasi-1D metal aessible by photoemis-sion. The global band struture is well understood inboth theory and experiment. Furthermore, the twomain harateristis of the LL, the anomalous dimen-sion α and the spin-harge separation, are identi�edin the data, the former in the absene of Fermi edgeand the power-law onset of the angle integrated spe-tral funtion and the latter by interpreting, appropri-ately for α > 0.5, the µ-rossing peak as the hargepeak and the extrapolated �nite energy onset of thepeak as the spin edge. Among these features the spinedge is perhaps the least onvining feature due to thesmoothness of the edge in the data. A likely soureof this smoothness is 3D kinematis, as we mentionedat the end of Setion 5.3. Also, the spin veloity itselfneeds to be understood better. Within the TL theoryused here, it is supposed to be the same as the bandveloity, but the value used in our line shape analysisis about a fator of 2 too small ompared with thevalue of the band theory (Fig. 4). This may be dueto the inauray of the tight binding alulation orthe simplisti nature of the LL theory we used. Forexample, it is reasonable to think that the bakwardsattering terms, ompletely negleted here, will inreality have a residual e�et of hanging the relationbetween α and the spin and/or harge veloity, analo-gously to the Hubbard model ase mentioned in Se-tion 5.3. Therefore, a more detailed understandingalls for a �rst priniples band theory and a betterunderstanding of the eletron-eletron interations.

6 Blue Bronze � CDW non-FLLine Shape6.1 CDW TheoryBeause the CDW is an essential ingredient for de-sribing the physis of the blue bronze, we start thissetion with a disussion of CDW theory. The so-alled FS nesting ondition, that one part of the FSmathes another part of the FS via a translation bya single wavevetor, implies an instability towardsthe formation of a CDW with periodiity given bythe nesting vetor and the onsequent formation of aCDW gap at µ [6℄. Via eletron-phonon oupling, thelattie is distorted with the same wave vetor. Thenesting ondition is ful�lled perfetly in 1D, and anbe met approximately but with inreasing di�ultyin 2D and 3D. In the standard mean-�eld desrip-tion of the Frölih Hamiltonian [55℄, whih is formallyequivalent to the BCS theory of superondutivity,a phase transition ours at a �nite temperature Tcwhere the lattie modulation at the nesting vetorbeomes stati. Below Tc, the CDW gap opens upwith the same T dependene as the BCS gap. Above
Tc, the eletroni state is that of a simple FL metal.The mean-�eld piture of the CDW requires sig-ni�ant modi�ation to aount for �utuations, es-peially in low dimensions. In fat, for a perfetly1D system, a �nite T phase transition does not o-ur, due to the well known fat [56, 57℄ that in 1Dthe entropy inrease assoiated with the break-up oflong range order into many short range orders winsover the energy minimization assoiated with the longrange order. Therefore, it is obvious that a CDW �u-tuation theory must be also a 3D theory in order tohave the power to predit a realisti �nite T phasetransition.Muh work has been done on CDW �utuations.A study by MKenzie and Wilkins [58℄ predits asigni�ant �lling-in of the gap region at low T dueto CDW �utuations and also quantum lattie �u-tuations. Most theories are onerned however with
T ≥ Tc. Some theories [59, 60℄ treat �utuations ex-atly but deal with a single 1D hain, and others, e.g.that of Rie and Strässler (RS) [61℄, treat �utuationsperturbatively but inlude interhain ouplings. We�nd the latter type of theory to be more useful be-ause there are enough ingredients to permit a realis-12
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) (2)where ψ, f and γ are all T dependent quantities.
ψ is the �pseudo-gap� parameter, i.e. the root-mean-square �utuation of the order parameter, and γ =
h̄vF /(ξψ) where ξ is the orrelation length of theCDW �utuation. The parameter f is basially ane�etive 3D oupling strength parameter, and distin-guishes this theory from that of Lee, Rie and Ander-son (LRA) [62℄, whih is a perturbative 1D theory.RS theory predits, in the limit of strong �utuation(i.e. f ≤ O(1)),

Tc/TMF = 0.26f(Tc)
1/3, (3)whih implies Tc ≪ TMF .The self energy of Eq. 2 is shown in Fig. 12. Inontrast to the situation in the simple mean-�eld so-lution, the normal state is not a FL in this theory.ImΣ has a �nite value and a negative urvature at µ,and ReΣ has a positive slope at µ, diretly ontra-diting the well-known FL self energy behavior [63℄.These properties were pointed out by MKenzie [64℄for Sodovskii's results.

6.2 BakgroundK0.3MoO3, is one of the most intensely studied CDWmaterials, and yet some basi properties are still dif-�ult to understand. Its CDW wavevetor, studiedby X ray di�ration [65℄ and neutron sattering [66℄,is unusual in that it shows a T dependene. Themagneti suseptibility and the resistivity measure-ments are intriguing beause in the normal state, themagneti suseptibility inreases steadily up to thehighest measured temperature of 720K [67℄ while theresistivity shows perfetly metalli behavior. Later inthis setion we will disuss these issues further.The rystal struture of the blue bronze is enteredmonolini [68, 69℄, and the repeating motif is theMo10O32 hain whih de�nes the b axis � the �easy�axis. The quasi-1D nature of the eletron ondutionis shown by the resistivity [70℄ and the optial prop-erties [71℄. The basi band struture was alulated�rst by Whangbo and Shneemeyer [72℄. The al-ulation shows that two orbitally non-degenerate Mo
4d bands are partially oupied by eletrons donatedby the K+ ions, making the material onduting. Inthe notation of these authors, whih we follow here,the BZ boundary along the quasi-1D b axis is alledthe X point, and we wish to remind readers that theequivalent point for the Li purple bronze was alledthe Y point in Setion 5.Veuillen et al. [73℄ �rst reported ARPES results onthe blue bronze. Their result shows a single broadpeak dispersing to a µ rossing at a k value in goodagreement with the CDW wavevetor. A subsequenthigh resolution angle integrated PES study by Dardelet al. [74℄ showed a spetrum with anomalously low
µ weight and no distint Fermi edge. They also re-ported T dependent data [75℄ whih showed evideneof a CDW gap opening. Breuer et al. [76℄ did a de-tailed study of the surfae damage aused by photonand eletron/ion bombardment. The major symptomof surfae damage is the emergene of a peak at ∼ 2eV binding energy and the shift of the spetral weightat µ to higher binding energy. By taking preautionsto minimize photon bombardment above the absorp-tion threshold energy (> 36 eV), we have obtainedARPES spetra [13, 77℄ with strikingly low inelas-ti bakground and two dispersing peaks rossing µ.We have also demonstrated [13℄ that the two dispers-ing peaks ross µ at di�erent k values by taking a µintensity map. The two dispersing peaks were sub-13
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20 eV, ∆E = 100 meV, ∆θ = ±1o and T = 220 K.Thin lines are guides to the eye for dispersions.not open. To exatly quantify the gap opening is adi�ult task due to the odd line shape, and we de-�ne a �rst approximation ∆∗ (see Fig. 14 (a)) as theshift of the spetral edge at the intensity value orre-sponding to µ at 250 K. Our method is di�erent fromthe one used by Dardel et al. [75℄, i.e. taking the in-�etion point to quantify the gap opening, but givessimilar results, shown in Fig. 14 (b). The di�ereneat 180 K of the �nal point 7 from the initial point 2is probably due to a slight degradation of the surfae.Similar to the �ndings by Dardel et al. [75℄, the tem-perature variation of the gap opening is roughly BCSlike. The ∆∗(T = 0) value dedued from our proe-dure, 56 meV, is a lower bound, for reasons that wewill disuss later.Fig. 15 shows our early modest resolution high tem-perature ARPES data, most of whih were alreadyreported in Ref. [77℄. This ARPES data set atteststo a very lean surfae beause the bakground in-tensity level is very low and there is no sign of thedefet peak at 2 eV binding energy. For this reason,we have inluded the angle sum of this data set in theolletion of angle integrated data of Fig. 13.As we have shown before [13℄, the two peaks of Fig.15 ross at distint kF values. The µ intensity map
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Figure 17: T dependene of spetra at FS rossingsfor the K0.3MoO3 data of Fig. 16.undamaged surfae showing the CDW gap opening.This new data set is an improvement over the pre-vious lower resolution data set, in that the rossingnear the X point is now resolved due to better angleresolution. The µ intensity pattern shows a minimumat the X point, instead of a maximum, and it enablesidenti�ation of FS rossing points for band A (90%) and for band B (59 %). For later disussion inSetions 6.4 and 7, we diretly ompare the T de-pendene of the spetra at these rossing points inFig. 17. From these rossings, we get an estimate ofthe CDW wavevetor of 75 % of b∗, whih seems tobe in good agreement with the observed value whihvaries from 72 % to 75 % as T varies from 180 K to0 K. We note that from our µ intensity map [13℄ oneannot rule out a somewhat 2D FS for band A. Inthis ase we would have an imperfet nesting ondi-tion suh as we have observed for SmTe3 [79℄ wherethe nesting vetor along one partiular diretion (e.g.the ΓX diretion) generally di�ers from that of theCDW wavevetor, whih is a ompromise value de-termined by global energy minimization aross theentire 2D FS.A surprising �nding from omparing the data ofFig. 15 and Fig. 16 is that the widths of the A,B peaksand also the (kF , µ) weight relative to the peak heightdo not hange signi�antly as the angle resolutionis improved. This is a diret spetrosopi ontrastbetween the Li purple bronze and the blue bronze.6.4 Line ShapesIn this setion, we ompare CDW and LL line shapetheories with our data. The theories used here are
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Figure 18: (a) Temperature dependent densityof states and (b) angle integrated photoemissiondata alulated within the mean-�eld CDW theory.Stritly speaking, theory is T dependent below 70 K,but is negligibly so. Experimental energy resolutionfor the data of Fig. 14 is inluded in (b).single band theories, while there are atually two µrossing bands in the blue bronze. The µ rossingline shapes of band B are obsured by the preseneof band A, while those of band A are isolated nearthe X point. Therefore, our ARPES omparison isfoused on band A.CDWAn obvious starting point for omparing the data totheory is the mean �eld CDW theory. The predi-tion of the mean �eld theory for the ARPES lineshape is simple: the band dispersion relation ǫ(k)is replaed by −
√

ǫ(k)2 + ∆2 [80℄ and the gap ∆(T )has the BCS T dependene. The magnitude of ∆(0)for the blue bronze shows a signi�ant variation inthe literature: ∼ 40 meV (resistivity [81℄), ∼ 50 meV(magneti suseptibility [67℄) and ∼ 90 meV (optis[82℄). Hereafter, we will use the result from the opti-al measurement, onsistent with taking our estimateof 56 meV to be a lower bound for ∆(0), as explainedbelow. The angle integrated spetral funtions al-ulated in the mean �eld theory are shown in Fig.18.The mean �eld CDW theory annot adequately de-sribe our photoemission data. First of all, the nor-mal state angle integrated PES data do not show aFermi edge (Fig. 13), in ontrast to the alulation ofFig. 18. Seond, the experimental line shape hanges16



in the angle integrated PES data due to the CDW gapopening (Fig. 14) are di�ult to understand. Thesehanges inlude the low T intensity pile-up ourringat a muh larger energy ∼ 0.3 eV ompared to thegap energy, as was noted already by Dardel et al.[75℄, and the existene of the signi�ant sub-gap tailat 70 K. Third, the peak shift by −∆ expeted toour for the k = kF ARPES data is not observablein Fig. 17. Instead, only an intensity redistributionwithin the ARPES peak seems to our. This an beontrasted to the ase of the high temperature CDWmaterial SmTe3 [79℄, for whih the dispersion relation
−

√

ǫ(k)2 + ∆2 [80℄ is learly observed.It is an obvious next step to test whether the inlu-sion of CDW �utuations improves the omparison ofthe data with the CDW theory. Evidenes for CDW�utuations are ample. Below Tc, a strong sub-gaptail is observed in optis [82℄, in qualitative agree-ment with the theory by MKenzie and Wilkins [58℄and also with our observation of a strong sub-gap tailexisting at 70 K. This is why we take our estimate
∆∗ to be a lower bound. In this artile, our maininterest however is in the �utuations in the normalstate above Tc. Evidenes for �utuations above Tcare the di�use sattering observed by X ray experi-ments [83, 84℄, and the large value of 2∆(0)/(kBTc),5�12, ompared to the mean �eld value 3.52.Next we estimate parameters for the RS theory.For the estimate of TMF , we use the mean-�eld re-lation 3.52kBTMF = 2∆(0), and get TMF = 590K for ∆(0) = 90 meV. Then, from Eq. 3, we get
f(Tc) = 1.5. Then, the weak, and unimportant, T de-pendene of f is inluded as outlined in Ref. [61℄. Forour f(Tc) value, Eq. 9 of Ref. [61℄ gives ψ(Tc) = 54meV. The pseudo-gap is expeted to derease as Tinreases, and a alulation [85℄ does show suh be-havior. In our modeling, we simply ignore this Tdependene. By so doing, we are somewhat overes-timating the pseudo-gap above Tc. Note that ourestimate that ψ(Tc) is roughly half of ∆(0) is in goodagreement with estimates by others [67, 81℄. For h̄vF ,we measure the peak dispersion in the ARPES dataand get ∼ 4.5 eVÅ for band A and ∼ 3 eVÅ for bandB. The nesting ours between these two bands, andtherefore vF to be used in the expression for γ shouldbe an �average� of these two values. Instead, we sim-ply use the value for band B and again slightly over-estimate the e�et of the pseudo-gap. Lastly, for the
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Tc is far too weak ompared to the simulation. Per-haps most importantly, the simulation shows a Fermi-edge-like line shape at 250 K, albeit with redued µweight, but this is not observed in the data.The ARPES simulations shown in (a) and (b) ofFig. 19 give a more detailed view. Line shapes atand above kF are most interesting. For both (a) and(b), the maximum µ weight ours for k somewhatgreater than kF . For the moderate resolutions usedin (a), the µ weight at 101 % is signi�antly largerthan half the peak height, but the data show slightlyless than half. The omparison beomes more prob-lemati for high resolutions used in (b). In this ase,the peak ours at µ for 91 %, and disappears quiklyafter that. Experimentally, however, the µ weight isnever greater than half the peak height and the lineshape after rossing is nearly the same as that at therossing. In addition, notie that the large line widthredution from (a) to (b) is not observed in the data.17



LLIn this setion, we ompare the blue bronze data withline shapes for a spin-independent TL model [48℄, inthe same fashion as was done in Setion 5. First,we examine whether the experimental data show thepower law predited by the LL theory. This an bedone by examining the data of Fig. 13 in a log-logplot, and identifying the region where the plot is lin-ear. As we noted before, this region is expeted tostart at a �nite binding energy, determined by t⊥,
T and ∆E. We estimate an upper bound of t⊥ tobe ≈ 30 meV [87℄. The data of Fig. 13 show powerlaw behavior, α = 0.5 − 0.8, starting from energy
≈ max(2kBT,∆E/2, t⊥) to 150�200 meV. The vari-ation of the α value seems to orrelate with T , butmay also have orrelations with other fators suh asangular resolution and sample. We hoose the valueof α = 0.7 obtained from our data taken at 300 K �the farthest from the phase transition � and havingthe largest angle aeptane.Next we ompare the ARPES data with the alu-lated TL model line shapes of Fig. 20. The parame-ters used for this TL model are α = 0.7, h̄vF = 0.98eVÅ, and rc = 0.1Å. The vF value was hosen in or-der to reprodue the dispersing peak with veloity 4.5eVÅ. The rc value was hosen so that the alulatedspetral funtions are well within the validity limit ofthe universal LL behavior [54℄.The theoretial angle integrated spetrum in Fig.20 improves omparison with the data relative to thatfor the RS theory, in that the TL theory predits less
µ weight and no Fermi edge. The amount of µ weighthas some unertainty due to the fat that the theoryhere does not inlude T and t⊥. In its urrent form,the theory predits less µ weight in the angle inte-grated spetrum than ours in the data. Perhapsinlusion of T and t⊥ would make the agreement bet-ter in this regard.The omparison to the ARPES data is more in-volved. While the generally lower µ weight than inthe CDW RS theory is in better agreement with data,it is di�ult to identify some key features of the k-resolved theory in the data. The spin edge singulari-ties, whih provided an interpretation of the leadingedges in the Li purple bronze line shapes, are hardto identify in the blue bronze data. The harge edgesingularity after µ rossing is also hard to see. Thehigh resolution simulation of (b) reveals disrepan-

-0.4 -0.2 0
78

82

87

89

91

96

-0.4 0
67

84

101 (b)(a)

E − µ (eV)E − µ (eV)
-0.4 -0.2 0

250 KFigure 20: Simulation of LL line shape, in a similarfashion as Fig. 19.ies: the theory shows a peak above µ after rossingand a greatly redued line width before rossing, noneof whih is observed in the data.6.5 DisussionThe omparisons of the preeding setion show thatneither of the two theories explains the ARPES lineshapes satisfatorily. The essential �ndings are that(1) the absene of a Fermi edge (up to 313 K; see Fig.13) is very hard to reonile with the CDW theory,(2) the higher resolution ARPES simulation for boththeories predit too muh weight at µ and too stronga k dependene for k ≥ kF , and (3) the edge lineshapes in the LL theory are not identi�ed in the data.The single EDC shown by Fedorov et al. [78℄ enableus to infer point (2) also from their data.The severe disagreement of the high resolution datawith theory needs areful thinking. Let us reallfrom Setion 4 that if intrinsi line shapes are sharpenough, then it is possible to observe peaks movingabove µ, as is indeed the ase for our TL line shapesimulation of Fig. 20. That this behavior is not ob-served in the data then implies that the intrinsi lineshape is not sharp enough. We have already noted infat that the data do not show signi�ant line widthredution upon resolution improvement. This impliesthat the ARPES line width is not resolution limitedand is very large � a few hundred meV's. The ori-gin of suh a large line width is an open question.A mundane explanation invoking a non-ideal surfaeondition � a mixture of mosais or a warped surfae� seems unlikely, beause we observe two µ rossingsat the X point (Setion 6.3) and a sharp Laue di�ra-18



tion pattern.Underlying the reasoning in the preeding para-graph is the assumption that the intrinsi line shapeis not gapped. However, this assumption is dubiousfor the blue bronze. As noted �rst by Voit [88℄, thenormal state transport data shows spin-harge sep-aration in that the spin suseptibility shows gappedbehavior (∆ = 20 meV) while the resistivity showsmetalli behavior. Therefore, he suggested that theLuther-Emery (LE) model [89℄ gives a good desrip-tion of the normal state of the blue bronze. In thismodel, ertain bakward sattering between eletronsis inluded, in addition to the forward sattering al-ready inluded in the TL model, and a gap opens upin the spin hannel. Beause a single partile exi-tation involves simultaneous exitations of spin andharge, this spin gap appears in the single partileline shapes [53, 90℄. Suh a gap ould be a reasonwhy the µ weight does not inrease further upon res-olution improvement.The ontrasting behaviors of the spin suseptibilityand the resistivity was reognized earlier by Pouget[91℄, who proposed a simple explanation within theone eletron band theory. An essential omponentof this explanation is a �at band 56 meV above µ,whih is thermally oupied as T inreases. This �atband also was used in an explanation of the T depen-dent CDW wavevetor. Indeed, the band alulationby Whangbo and Shneemeyer showed suh a bandnear the Γ point. If this senario is right, then thisshallow band should be detetable in ARPES at high
T , e.g. in the normal state. However, this band isneither reprodued by new loal density approxima-tion (LDA) band alulations [92, 93℄ nor observed byARPES. Therefore, the more exoti explanation forthe T dependent suseptibility by Voit, disussed inthe previous paragraph, gains more redibility. The
T dependent CDW wavevetor would then requirean alternate explanation as well. Reently, Fedorovet al. [78℄ proposed a model in whih T dependenteletron hopping integrals are responsible for the Tdependent CDW wavevetor. However, the data pre-sented by these authors are insu�ient to supportthe model beause the data were taken along a singleline in the 2D BZ. In the model of the paper the2D harater of the FS is essential, implying imper-fet nesting. Then the CDW wave vetor should notbe the same as the nesting vetor along a single line.
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Figure 21: Comparison of ARPES and band alula-tions for the blue bronze. Thin lines are tight-bindingalulation [72℄ and thik lines are LDA alulation[92℄.Very qualitatively, the 2D harater of the FS foundin our µ intensity map [13℄ appears to be less thanenvisioned in the model or predited by band theory.In our opinion additional experiments and a furtheronsideration of various models of the T dependentCDW wavevetor are merited.One of the harateristis of the repulsive TL modelis that the harge veloity is renormalized to be big-ger than vF , in ontrast to the quasi-partile Fermiveloity smaller than vF in the ase of the FL. Itis therefore an interesting question how the ARPESdispersions ompare with the theory. Fig. 21 showsthe omparison. We show two band alulation re-sults � the tight binding theory by Whangbo andShneemeyer [72℄ and �rst-priniples LDA theory byKim et al. [92℄. As noted previously [13, 77℄, the dis-persion of band A is a fator of 5 larger, omparedto tight binding theory, and that of band B is a fa-tor of 2 larger. The new LDA theory, whih shouldbe more aurate, is quite di�erent from the tightbinding theory. The new LDA band alulation ison�rmed by that of another group [93℄. Thereforethe unertainties in the magnitudes of the one ele-tron band dispersions seem �nally to be gone. Thedispersion of band A is in good agreement with thatof the LDA theory and that of band B is still about afator of 2 larger. This �nding remains as a piee ofthe whole blue bronze puzzle, and seems to require abetter understanding of the dependene of spin andharge veloities on α as we disussed in Setion 5.5.19



7 Conluding RemarksIn this artile, we have disussed three examples ofARPES line shape studies of quasi-2D and quasi-1Dsamples showing FL and non-FL line shapes. Theomplex and intriguing line shapes of these prototyp-ial materials are not ompletely understood, and westrongly feel that they are worth studying more bothexperimentally and theoretially, beause they on-net to fundamental onepts of ondensed matterphysis.Before onluding we omment on the ommon as-pets of the LL parameters for the bronzes, the large
α and energy sale. In the TL model desription weused an α value of 0.7 (blue bronze) and 0.9 (Li purplebronze). Suh an α value may seem too large from thepoint of view of the well-known 1D Hubbard modelwhih has the maximum α value of 0.125. However,a better model to desribe the Mo 4d bands may bethat of a free eletron band with sreened Coulombinterations. In this ase, a oupled hain theory [51℄,evaluated for parameters appropriate for the bronzes,shows that α ≈ 1 or larger is expeted. In addition,the Thomas-Fermi sreening lengths for the bronzesare estimated to be ≈0.7 Å [94℄. This means that theuniversal form of the TL line shape used in Fig.'s 7and 20 are valid for |k−kF | ≤ 1.1 Å−1 and |ω| ≤ 0.7eV, appropriately validating our model alulation.One reent theoretial approah to the HTSC's isto onsider them as loally 1D quantum liquids. Inessene, the basi model is the same as the one on-sidered here for the bronzes � i.e. that of oupled 1Dhains � although the underlying physial Hamilto-nians � Hubbard-like or free-eletron-like � are dif-ferent. In fat, the phenomena that we disussed inthis artile � a pseudo-gap, a non-FL normal state,a non-mean-�eld-like gap opening � are also found inHTSC's. We believe that our results on known quasi-1D systems an be used as a standard in testing the1D pitures for the HTSC's. In this ontext, it is in-teresting that the non-mean-�eld-like T dependeneobserved in the blue bronze data (Fig.17) is reminis-ent of a reent theoretial result [95℄ obtained for asuperonduting transition of oupled hains, in thatboth show a mere intensity redistribution of ARPESspetra without a mean-�eld-like peak shift as T islowered aross the transition. However, for a furthereluidation of the blue bronze line shape, a similar
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